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Information Disclosure Statement 

The listing of references in the Search Report is not considered to be an 
information disclosure statement (IDS) complying with 37 CFR 1.98. 37 CFR 
1.98(a)(2) requires a legible copy of: (1) each foreign patent; (2) each publication 
or that portion which caused it to be listed; (3) for each cited pending U.S. 
application, the application specification including claims, and any drawing of the 
application, or that portion of the application which caused it to be listed including 
any claims directed to that portion, unless the cited pending U.S. application is 
stored in the Image File Wrapper (IFW) system; and (4) all other information, or 
that portion which caused it to be listed. In addition, each IDS must include a list 
of all patents, publications, applications, or other information submitted for 
consideration by the Office (see 37 CFR 1 .98(a)(1) and (b)), and MPEP § 
609.04(a), subsection I. states, "the list ... must be submitted on a separate 
paper." Therefore, the references cited in the Search Report have not been 
considered. Applicant is advised that the date of submission of any item of 
information or any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes 
of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the 
IDS, including all "statement" requirements of 37 CFR 1.97(e). See MPEP § 
609.05(a). 

Specification 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of 
the disclosure. 



Application/Control Number: 10/519,220 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3637 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words . It is 
important that the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space 
provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The 
form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and 
"said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure 
sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the 
full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat 
information given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, 
such as, "The disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," 
"The disclosure describes," etc. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. For claim 1 , it is improper/confusing to 

conditionally claim a feature, i.e. "as well as-if appropriate- a central rail". Also, it 

is improper/confusing to claim/state that a feature is "known per se", since many 

different types of bearing constructions are known is it unclear which is being 

referred to. Finally, it is unclear whether or not the guide rails are to be claimed 
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in combination with the bearings and, if so, what the relationship the rails have to 
each other and to the bearings. For claim 2, stating "the cage or cages" is 
indefinite, since only plural cages have been claimed previously. Also "the 
receptacles" lacks antecedent basis. For claim 3, "the vertical profile" lacks 
antecedent basis. Also, it is unclear which "the cage" is being referred to, since 
plural cages have been claimed previously. For claim 4, it is improper/confusing 
to claim/state that a feature is "known per se", since many types of dampers are 
known in the art. Also, "the pull-out path" and "the retraction direction" lacks 
antecedent basis. Finally, it is unclear whether or not the drawer is to be claimed 
in combination with the guides/bearings. For claim 5, it is improper/confusing to 
claim/state that a feature is "known per se", since many types of rails are known. 
Also, it is indefinite to claim a feature as "-like". It either is the feature stated or is 
not. Finally, it is unclear whether or not the adjoining rail is to be positively 
claimed in combination with the guide. At first, the rail is introduced in an 
intended useffor" statement; however, later in the claim, a feature of the 
adjoining rail, the profile arm, is positively claimed. For claim 6, it is indefinite to 
claim a feature as "-like". For claim 8, it is indefinite to claim a feature as "-like". 
Also for claim 8, it is unclear whether or not the adjoining rail is to be positively 
claimed in combination with the guide. At first, the rail is introduced in an 
intended use/"for" statement; however, later in the claim, a feature of the 
adjoining rail, the profile arm, is positively claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rock 
et al (4,351 ,575). Rock teaches a pull-out guide (Fig. 8) having a carcass rail (3), 
an intermediate rail (2), a running rail (1) and anti-friction bearings (4,5) in 
between the rails. The bearings includes rollers (6) which are horizontally offset 
with respect to each other and run on the same track (2'; on opposite sides 
thereof). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 2-9 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include 
all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Janet M. Wilkens whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-6869. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Wilkens 

A P ril13 ' 2007 0^\&^ 

JANET M. WILKENS 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



